Appl.No. 10/031,181 
Amendment C 
October 9, 2003 

Remarks 

Applicants request consideration on the merits of to above-referenceo patent application. 

I Amendments to the Claims 

, i • „t 11 1* 17 13 34 53 54, 62, and 63. Thus, claims 1- 
This Amendment cancels claims 7, 11, 16, 17, 55, 5«, oi, jh, u , 

6 8 10 12 14 15, 19-24, 26-32, 37-44, 46-52, and 57-61 are pending. Applicants have 
amended claims 1, 2, 8, 12, 14, 19, 20, 39, 40, and 59. All the pending claims, including the 
amendments, are shown in the previous section. These amendments do not introduce new 
matter. Specifically: 

Claims 1 2 19 20, 39, 40, and 59 have been amended to remove -C(0)N(H)(OH) from 
the list of R 20 substituents. This amendment is supported by, for example, claim 11 (as originally 
filed) which recognizes -C(0)N(H)(OH) as a subset of the possible R 20 substituents. 

Other amendments correct obvious or grammatical errors, or simply rephrase the claims. 
Such amendments are permissible under MPEP § 2163.07. 

n Rps pnnse to Re ^rirtion Requirement Comments 

Applicants acknowledge the Examiner's indication that the method-of-use claims will be 
rejoined pursuant to MPEP § 821 .04 once the compound claims are found to be allowable. 

HI Res ponse to D "»hli> Patenting Rejection 

Claims 1-6, 11, 12, 14, 16, and 17 have been rejected under the judicially-created 
doctrine of obviousness-type double patenting in view of the claims in U.S. Patent No. 
6 451 791 Applicants request withdrawal of this rejection. Claims 1 1, 16, and 17 have been 
canceled, thereby mooting this rejection as to those claims. As to the remaining rejected claims, 

NC(0)N(H)OH has been removed from the list of R 20 substituents. Applicants submit that 
these claims are therefore allowable over the cited reference for at least the same reasons that 

claims 7, 8, 10, and 15 have been found to be allowable. 

Applicants amended the R 20 definition in an effort to expedite prosecution of this 

application. Applicants, however, make no representation as to the merits of the double 

patenting rejection. 
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IV i BsmidMss m s_ s ^MmLMi3^m^SMmQ^ 

■ - Applicmts « the subject matier of Cairns 7, 8, 10, and .5 has been found 

to be allowable. 



V Res ponse to n *im Ohiections 

An objection has been raised to claims 7, 8, 10, and 15 for being dependent upon a 
rejected base claim. Applicants request withdrawal of finis objection. As noted above, clatnr 7 
has been canceled, thereby mooting this objection as to that claim. As to claims 8, 1 and 5, 
Applicants submit .ha. me base claims from which claims 8, 10, and 15 depend are allowable. 

********* 

Applicants do no. believe that they owe any fee in connection with this amendment If, 
however, Applicant do owe any fec(s), me Commissioner is hereby antttorized to charge me 
fee(s) to Deposit Accent.. No. 08-0750. In addition, if mere is ever any other fee deficrency or 
ovewmen, under 37 C.F.R. § 1.16 or § 1.17 in connection with mis paten. application, the 
ootnmiss.oner is hereby authorized .o charge s»ch deficiency or overpaymen. .o Depcsr. Account 

No. 08-0750. ... 

Applicants snbmi. ma. me pending claims are in condition for allowance, and request .hat 
tMs application be allowed. TTte Examiner is reqnested to call fire Undersigned if any tssnes 
arise .ha. can be addressed over me phone to expedite examination of this application. 



Respectfully submitted 




_avid M. Gryte, PTO Reg. No. 41,809 
Harness, Dickey & Pierce 
Suite 400, 7700 Bonhomme 
Clayton, Missouri 63105 
(314) 726-7500 (tel.) 
(314) 726-7501 (fax) 
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0 CERTIFICATE OF MAILING UNDER 37 C.F.R. 1.8 
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